Dear Jira, V/echt, etc* 6/1/75 

Yesterday I had a note from «ary Schooner. Much of it in personal. not secret 
nhe C vSS 8 thin^« li±e> et °* F ° V y0Ur infoKl,afcion VU »P«»at what he soys about 

L f I” 0 " 0 <“y'o Intontlona am Dover other than sood, that ho Is (*la sort of 
person. Bo, .over, V. not again going to got involved in 

. . 9 V9r ^ 8 on90 ^ can rec nll» finch in a different way was hurtful. Bach 

took a toll X can„t 3 insa± forgot if I am not bitter about any. Mach one separately 
tolls me that I can't risk repetition. Or the great amount of time. 

"You were right about the Wecht thing. Even with your words of warnins- T ma m + 

d f or that T h nr^ encUns to th ° *»«*• 1 *££ iSSvS SSS , 0 r 

warnings because I tolt the bettor heads among us should be represented! Since 
Wecht was going ahead I felt someone should try to direct the inquiry into more 
responsible channels. As you know, my time was limited to the point that X just 
couldn t keep up the debate, so my last effort was spent trying to help wecht, 

Cyrrl Promised ha would do a detailed scientific article foilhe i£S., ^Lch 
I suggested could be a research publication of the buqueeno lust, for Ponjnsi" 

cmn th^Vl he ?f h “ colljd / 5onsider regular journals. I was told Bob Smith wrote the 
crap that finally come out. Cyril's findings, many of wltieh I We on tape (which 
erry oas, were not really dealt with adequately. Cyril not only never sent me a 
rough or final draft but didn t even send me the published article. So i t war * 

Wecht ° U 1 t ° 0D£ '’ ^n n my hard work and my having approached it giving 
Wecht, bad tli «t al the ebonfit of the doubt. At that point, with the incrediWLe 
demands on my time, you hopping mad (for good reason) [He should have used theplural 

I recognise and accept this as a decent gesture if it is also saXS-servln* and 

2??i±iS; “f " T"' *» l “‘ im "» *»» «VWtaM to liln Hun to m, 
ut 1 rogognaze «mu approexat..- them tor what they represent. A careful ivWl.-.t- , w i 

an attempt to understand if there are omission will indicate his slef needs. There 

? 1U i' ! r r 8 ! ath tkLa 80:1 A ' a noi bcdn « critical. I am saying that he h.<, P rot ye t 
come completely clean with himself and perhaps he is beginning to try. As an ™if 

?LCr a i 0riSntUti0n tll0re is no v,;r:i5cti0if i of the cost of all o/thi?. to S’, ‘ 
including the consideration of time, which ho addresses in self-sympathy. Nor of the 
extra demands on my time tliat he p^i’oonaliy Caused. 

Iff ho2 ™ S ?eU?£ “ U “ V Probably iafloenoda 

r**™* tel , t of hm * ack 1 9 ^Q Wes considered him the one to whom wo ehyti* 
xeabe what we have that is of value. There was nothing with -„hich 1 did not trust’ Mo. 

tell W* ?° ****** but « the consignation that 

«£ ,? T ; ?** 1 - lot thj3 start up again. It can do ; 

fSAi^ f* r 111 tak ® U “® 1 nced Loi ‘ ofchGr otters. It is in this senlc also bott 
,1 C f° f? 33 0Ve f lBt0 Ms 0*J0rtiao, I t’dnk it will be batter for Id", 
if he wonders why X have not responded. Perhaps ho will then think this through a" 

22^2^1^ **• that his judgement ne U eds a 


no 

better 


If 1 novor told you, ho know things ^bcut’ Ned^osby 
<xauthona lie never did* Sue on hie word 


that, wiould Ixave prompted him to give m< *i«ae cauvjions no never did, *’-.ue on his •■• orc i 

telTm^ooA C A y aft9r ' ard » wh0n 1 had no need for more information, did’ ho 

.jJ mt soiuu oi tliio* Ono waa a cane in v/ldoh learned* nerhapa from tbn-f* 

° was liavin^ sexual relations with a married woman patient. Whatever the olulnk's 
motxvos, it was miserable for Med to spread it around. It wrecked several life". It 

bGC f a i 1 til9 Maridl ^ 1 needed. He should also have told me how Ned end 
has wxfe am about money, especially the wife and her attitude toward E's inSreet 
in the subject. Also the complications in Ned's life, like that CIA foundation (in' 
which Ned may have had no personal CIA .U W olvement).’ T ke S s Resent of 

judgements to vdiich vie cannot again be in bail, 


